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jntial in order to allow necessary deviations from  a ict interpretation of rigid guidelines.
The appropriate role of the government in the support of graduate training of scientists and engineers.
i/IA BARUCH:
Another faculty member   (a physicist)   made an interest-connection between the predictability of federal iing .   .   .  and government support of graduate students; predictability is one of the greatest weaknesses of aral funding.    Several of the physical sciences suf-;d greatly from the sudden,  dramatic decrease in fund-at the end of the 1960s.     This  left many graduate Jents high and dry.     The consequence was not only  a Line by as much as 50%  in numbers but also a substan-L decline in quality.     In physics,   the numbers have silized at that level,  but we have seen a marked .ine in quality that is more disturbing.   .   .   .  It is clear whether this sad condition can be reversed.     In event,  the federal government must learn that the 5 constant for a science education is at least six :s,  and that adjustments in funding should be made fly  (up_or down.1)   so as to allow students and faculty idjust rationally to the coming change."
IS M.   BRANSCOMB,   JOHN B.   SLAUGHTER,   AND DONALD N. SENBERG;
.   .   .  given the fact that many,   if not most,   future ts of significance in science and technology are lowable, maintenance of U.S.   leadership in science and inology requires  recognition and encouragement of  the :-available talent across the entire range of science engineering fields.     Such potentially talented young )le should,  therefore,  be encouraged irrespective of ,r association with specific ongoing  research projects, iollows that the federal government has a legitimate !  in providing graduate fellowship support to individ-5  in addition to the support provided to increase 'lies of personnel in critical skills areas and  in .tion to assistantship support provided as a means  for hering specific research programs.